SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
January 19-23, 1998

Date Typeof | Proceeding | Party or TTAB Issue TTAB Opposer's or Petitioner's | Applicant’'s or Respondent’s | Mark and Goods Cited | Examining Citableas
Issued Case(1) | or Appn. Parties Panel(2) Decision Mark and Goods or Mark and Goods or by Examining Attorney | Attorney Precedent
No. Services Services of TTAB
1-20 CANC 23,672 Zoom Cissel Abandonmen | Petition to “MODEL AMERICAN" No
() Telephonics, | Seeherman t Cancel [computer hardware,
Inc. v. Quinn Denied (on namely, processor,
Model [opinion Cross keyboard, monitor and
American “By the motions for memory unit and computer|
Computer Board”] summary utility programs]
Corp. judgment)
1-23 EX 74/708,824] Unisys Hohein 2(e)(1) Refusal “SERVER/CLIENT" Beverly No
Corp. Hairston* Affirmed [computer software,
Walters namely, a series of object-
oriented software
development programs use€
to build programs, run and
manage networks; printed
publications, namely,
programmer, operator,
installation and
maintenance manuals for
use with object-oriented
software development toolg
used to build programs, ru
and manage networks]
1-23 EX 74/569,856| Digirad Sams 2(d) Refusal “DIGIRAD” [solid state “DIGIRAY” (and Jenkins Yes
Corp. Seeherman Reversed gamma radiation sensors, | design) [electronic
Walters* signal processors and digital x-ray system

display apparatus for use i
medical isotopic tracing
and medical nuclear
imaging]

comprising an x-ray
scanning beam tube
and detector for
medical use; computer
software for use with
an electronic digital x-
ray system]

(1) EX=Ex Parte Appea; OPP=0Opposition; CANC=Cancellation; CU=Concurrent Use; (SJ)=Summary Judgment; (MD)=Motion to
Dismiss; (MR)=Motion to Reopen; (R)=Request for Reconsideration
(2) *=0Opinion Writer; (D)=Dissenting Panel Member
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